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Why investigate hadronisation?
e test/development of
non-perturbative techniques

Hadronisation
models:

e reduce important systematic uncertainty
Why heavy quarks?
e properties constrained due to quark mass

Kristian Harder, Kansas State University
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LEP/SLD results: model-independent analysis
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This poster includes figures fully or partially made by S. Yamashita, N. Nakamura (b-tag flow chart), B.R. Webber (Jetset/Herwig fragmentation schemes), A. Leins (hadronic e*e~ event scheme), U. Kerzel, L. Ramler (LEP/SLD z,,4 distribution plot), P. Bechtle ({z,,4) overview plot), and numbers provided by D. Dong (SLD z,,4 distribution). All other non-OPAL information taken from the respective publications. The OPAL analysis is part of the PhD thesis of Kristian Harder.




